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Claims 1-5 are pending in the application. 

Claims 1-5 stand rejected under 35 U,S,C- § lQ3(a) as being unpatentable over Kellock et 
al (U.S. 6,259,676) in view of Juntunen (U.S. 6,647,018). Claims 1-5 m also rejected under 35 
U.S.C, § 103(a) as unpatentable over Kellock ei al. in view of Tibonen ei al (U.S. 5,947,030). 

In both rejections it's admined in the Office Action that Kellock does not explicitly show 
The switch transmitting to the access node a piece of test specifying information. The Office 
Action relies on the secondmy art to show the test speciiying information. 

However applicant's claimed invention provides several features which are not suggested 
by ihe combination of cited references, for example; 

wherein a V5 interface protocol is used as the communication protocol, 
said switch includes a processing unit for transmitting to said communication 
node a piece of test specifying information, mputied from said maintenance/operation terminal, 
for indicating a subscriber test for the subscriber's line and subscriber circuit that correspond to 
the accommodated subscriber by use of specifying information of a message type based on ihe 
V5 interface protocol ("'feamre 1"). and 

said communication node includes a processing unit for making said testing 
device execute the subscriber test on the basis of the test specifying infoanation received via said 
logical link from said switch, and sending test result information fr>r jjifmrni ng of a result of ihe 
test back to said switch by xise of specifying information of a message type based on the V5 
imerface proiocol Cofeature 2") . 
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None of ciied references, KelJock et al. (Kellock), Jimiunen ei al (Jimtimen) and 
Tiihonen aj. (Tiihonen), explicitly disclose the features I and 2 of applicant's claimed 
invemion as pointed out above for at least the following reasons. 

Kellock shows that in Fig. 1 » 2 and 5, a neiworlc connecrion unit 2 1 0 of an access node 2 
connects the access node 2 to a local exchange I via a V5,2 interface. However in contrast to 
applicant's claimed invention, a test amt211 is not connected to the local exchange I and is 
connected to a network managenaent system via a 03 interface . The Q3 interface is a network 
management interface and differs from the V5 interface that is an interface between a switch 
(local exchange) and a commumcaiion node (access node). 

Thus, the reference Kellock does not disclose or teach the features 1 and 2 of applicant's 
claimed invention. 

In The reference Juntunen, the V5 interface is not used for testing a subscriber's line and a 
subscriber circuit . Jiintunen shows that user fsubscriber^ port states (BLQCKED staie, 
OPERATIONAL state'^ of an acc e ss no^e AN2, accommodating a subscriber terminal equipment 
TE, ctre monitQied various network element$ (J-E, ANl and AN2 in Figure) using a status engine. 
Neither reference Kellock or Juntunen, singly or in combination, teaches or discloses the features 
1 and 2 of applicant's claimed invention. 

Tiihonen shows a subscriber multiplexer (MUXl or MUX2 in Fig. 2) that allows 
checking of a condition of its subscriber interfaces. The multiplexer is connected to a telephone 
exchange (I) via a PCM connection. The frame structure of the PCM coimection is in 
accordance with G.732 and the interface between the multiplexer and . the telephone exchange is 
a V2 interface in accordance with Q-512. The V2 interface differs from the V5 interface. 
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Neither reference KeilocJc or Tiihonen, singly or in combination, teaches or discloses the feamres 
I and 2 of applicani's claimed invention. 

Because the combinaiion of references does not describe nor even suggest ihe unique 
combination of features ckimed by the applicant, it is respectfully requested ihe rejections be 
withdrawn and the claims passed to allowance. In addition each of applicant's dependent claims 
includes features providing further advantages and distinguishing features from the cited 
references- 

In view of the remarks set forth above, this application is in condition for allowance 
which action is respectfully requested. However, if for any reason the fixaminer should consider 
this application not to be in condition for allowance, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
telephone the undersigned attorney at the number listed below prior to issuing a further Action. 

Any fee due with this paper may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-1290, 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 026304 

Telephone: (212) 940-S703 

Fax: (212) 940-8986 or 8987 

Docket No.; FUJY 18,466 (100794- U 640) 

BSM:fd 



Respectfully submitted. 
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